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Dear Ms. Salas:

On Tuesday, July 21,1998 and Wednesday, July 22,1998, Ed Wynn, Gordon Reichard,
Gary Lytle, Lynn Starr, and Gary Phillips of Ameritech and I met, in separate meetings,
with Commissioner Susan Ness, Jim Casserly, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Ness,
Commissioner Furchtgott-Roth, Kevin Martin, Legal Advisor to Commissioner
Furchtgott-Roth, Paul Misener, Chief of Staff to Commissioner Furchtgott-Roth,
Kathryn Brown, Chief, Common Carrier Bureau and members of her staff, John
Nakahata, Chief of Staff to Chairman Kennard, Kyle Dixon, Legal Advisor to
Commissioner Powell, Paul Gallant, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Tristani, and Robert
Pepper, Chief, Office of Plans and Policy.

The purpose of these meetings was to discuss Ameritech's petition filed in this
proceeding and to urge the Commission to grant Ameritech's requested reliefby adopting
LATA modifications on a state-wide basis for data services offered through a separate
affiliate in order to further the deployment of advanced data services.

Sincerely,
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120 Maine (ME)
122 New Hampshire (NH)
124 Vermont (VT)
126 West Massachusetts (MA)
128 .. East Massachusetts (MA)
130 Rhode Island (RI)
132 New York Metro (NY)
133 Poughkeepsie (NY)
134 Albany (NY)
136 Syracuse (NY)
138 Binghamton (NY)
140 Buffalo (NY)
220 Atlantic Coastal (NJ)
222 Delaware Valley (NI)
224 North Jersey (NJ)
226 Capital (PA)
228 Philadelphia (PA)
230 Altoona(PA)
232 Northeast (PA)
234 Pittsburgh (PA)
236 Washington (DC)
238 Baltimore (MO)
240 Hagerstown (MO)
242 Salisbury (MD)
244 Roanoke (VA)
246 Culpeper (VA)
248 Richmond (VA)
250 Lynchburg (VA)
252 Norfolk (VA)
254 Charleston (WV)
256 Clarksburg (WV)
320 Cleveland (OH)
322 Youngstown (OH)

324 . Columbus (OH)
325 Akron (OH)
326 Toledo (OH)
328 Dayton (OH)
330 Evansville (IN)
332 South Bend (IN)
334 .. Aubum/Huntington (IN)
336 Indianapolis (IN)
338 Bloomington (IN)
340 Detroit (MI)
342 Upper Peninsula (MI)
344 Saginaw (MI)
346 Lansing (MI)
348 Grand Rapids (MI)
350 Northeast (WI)
352 Northwest (WI)
354 Southwest (WI)
356 Southeast (WI)
358 Chicago (IL)
360 Rockford (IL)
362 Cairo (IL)
364 Sterling (IL)
366 Forrest (IL)
368 Peoria (IL)
370 Champaign (IL)
374 Springfield (IL)
376 Quincy (IL)
420 Asheville (NC)
422 .. Charlotte (NC)
424 Greensboro (NC)
426 Raleigh (NC)
428 Wilmington (NC)
430 Greenville (SC)

432 Aorence (SC)
434 Columbia (SC)
436 Charleston (SC)
438 Atlanta (GA)
440 Savannah (GA)
442 Augusta (GA)
444 Albany (GA)
446 Macon (GA)
448 Pensacola (FL)
450 Panama City (FL)
452 JackSonville (FL)
454 Gainesville (FL)
456 Daytona Beach (FL)
458 Orlando (FL)
460 Southeast (FL)
462 Louisville (KY)
464 Owensboro (KY)
466 Winchester (KY)
468 Memphis (TN)
470 .. Nashville (TN)
472 Chattanooga (TN)
474 Knoxville (TN)
476 Birmingham (AL)
477 Huntsville (AL)
478 Montgomery (AL)
480 Mobile (AL)
482 Jackson (MS)
484 Biloxi (MS)
486 Shrevepon (LA)
488 Lafayette (LA)
490 New Orleans (LA)
492 Baton Rouge (LA)
520 SI. Louis (MO)

521 Westphalia (MO)
522 Springfield (MO)
524 Kansas City (MO)
526 Fan Smith (AR)
528 Little Rock (AR)
530 Pine Bluff (AR)
532 Wichita (KS)
534 Topeka (KS)
536 Oklahoma City (OK)
538 Tulsa (OK)
S40 EI Paso <TX)
542 _.. Midland (TX)
544 Lubbock (TX)
546 Amarillo (TX)
548 Wichita Falls (TX)
550 Abilene (TX)
552 Dallas (TX)
554 Longview <TX)
556 Waco (TX)
558 Austin (TX)
560 Houston <TX)
562 Beaumont (TX)
564 Corpus Christi <TX)
566 San Antonio <TX)
568 Brownsville (TX)
570 . Hearne (TX)
620 Rochester (MN)
624 Duluth (MN)
626 SI. Cloud (MN)
628 Minneapolis (MN)
630 Sioux City (lA)
632 Des Moines (IA)
634 Davenpon (lA)

635 Cedar Rapids (lA)
636 Fargo (NO)
638 Bismarck (NO)
640 South Dakota (SO)
644 Omaha (NE)
646 Grand Island (NE)
648 Great Falls (MT)
650 Billings (MT)
652 Idaho (10)
654 Wyoming (WY)
656 Denver (CO)
658 Colorado Springs (CO)
660 Utah (UT)
664 New Mexico (NM)
666 Phoenix (AZ)
668 Tucson (AZ)
670 Eugene (OR)
672 PonIand (OR)
674 Seattle (WA)
676 Spokane (WA)
720 Reno (NV)
721 Pahrump (NV)
722 San Francisco (CA)
724 Chico (CA)
726 Sacramento (CA)
728 .. "." Fresno (CA)
730 Los Angeles (CA)
732 " San Diego (CA)
734 Bakersfield (CA)
736 Monterey (CA)
738 Stockton (CA)
740 San Luis Obispo (CA)
820 Pueno Rico (PR)

822 U.S. Virgin Islands (VI)
832 Alaska (AK)
834 Hawaii (HI)
836 Midway/Wake (US)
920 Cohnecticut (CT)
921 Fishers Island (NY)
922 Cincinnati (OH)
923 Mansfield (OH)
924 Erie (PA)
927 Harrisonburg (VA)
928 Ch~lottesvilie(VA)
929 Edinburg (VA)
932 Bluefield (WV)
937 Richmond (IN)
938 Terre Haute (IN)
939 Fon Myers (FL)
949 Fay~tteville (NC)
95 I Rocky Mount (NC)
952 Gulf Coast (FL)
953 Tallahas~(FL)
956 Bristol (TN)
958 Lincoln (NE)
960 Coeur D'Alene (10)
961 San Angelo <TX)
963 Kalispell (MT)
973 Palm Springs (CA)
974 _ Rochester (NY)
976 Mattoon (lL)
977 Galesburg (lL)
978 Olney (IL)
980 Navajo (AZ)
981 Navajo (UT)

Why the Bell Companies are Seeking InterLATA Relief

When the Modification of Final Judgment (MFJ) broke up AT&T in
1984, the regional Bell companies began independent operations. The MFJ
prohibited the Bell companies from enaagina in three m~or lines of business.
Long-distance service wu one of those lines. To implement the prohibition, the
federal court approved the creation of a national patchwork of 164 artificial ueas
called Local Access and Transport Areas (LATAs) and the Bell companies were
restricted from offering service that would cross LATA boundaries.

The LATA boundaries constrain only the Bell companies. GTE, United,
Rochester - indeed, local telephone companies across the country •• ue permitted
to cury calls between points in.different LATAs.

AT&T. Meland Sprint provide long-distance services - services between
points in different LATAs. At the time of the break-Up of AT&T in 1984, many
states reserved intraLATA callina (i.e.• calls between points in the SIDle LATA) for
the Bell companies. These states did Dot allow long distance companies to compete

against the local telephone company for this intraLATA calling. That situation has
steadily changed as competitive barriers have been removed. Now AT&T and the
other long-distance companies compete in the intraLATA market in almost all
states. LATA boundaries have become one-way barriers -- they keep the Bell
companies in, but in almost all states, the long-distance companies arc not kept out.

Most importantly, these LATA boundaries harm consumers. Real price
competition does not exist in the long-distance market. More competition is needed
to put downward pressure on long-distance prices, and the Bell companies could
provide that competition.

The Bell companies strongly support competitive equity. Let's allow
telecommunications competition to flourish across the country without tripping over
artificial barriers created by a court decree that is now more than 12 years old.
LATAs belong to the history of telephony and have no place in the information
marketplace of today or tomorrow.
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